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of his criticism of internat policy is going
to help. .. (Imterruptions).

MR. SPEAKER: I you go on like that,
1 will ask the Minister not to reply.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: T would like
to say that the better appraach, if I may
suggest, for Mr. lyotirmoy Bosu's party
would be to join us in raising our strong
voice against the establishment of base in
Diego Garcia, against the accelerated
miltary presence of the United States and
of other naval powers. He is certainly not
helping the cause by saying or hinting even
obliquely that the Government of India’s
attitude in this respect is not firm, is not
clear. 1f I may say in all humility, he is
playing into the hands of those clements in
the United States who are trying to show
that the opposition in India is not strong,
is mot real. 1t is not the correct position.
There are signs of opposition even in the
United States; the members of the United
States Senate are also voicing their Protest
against the expendituie of over 30 million
US. dollars on the Diego Garcia base; it
is suggested by those critics of this policy
in the United States that this increased
tension might come in the way of establish-
ment of detente and may also open wp the
United States Government to a justifiable
criticism that the United States are adop-
ting the role of world police-men. So, I
would like to suggest to my friend opposite
thut, in this respect, he should foin us in
voicing our opposition to the establishment
of the base and also our strong opposition
to the induction of big naval units of the
US. Navy, because this is an action which
is opposed mot only by India but by all
the littoral countries surrounding the Indian
Ocean, by all the African countries and by
all the Asian countries—may be, there are
one or two exceptions. Even countries
Like Austratia and New Zealand are in
favour of keeping the Tndian Occan as an

area of pesce.
SHRI C. K. CHANDRAPPAN (Telli-

cherry) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, by sending this
aireraft carrier, ‘Kitty Hawk’, to the Indlan
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Ocean at a time when the entire peace-
loving countries, all the Iittoral countries
and all those who want peace in the world,
are oppoted to this kind of US. efforts
of escalation of war or temsion in this
ares, is yet another example of the total
disregard of the US. imperalist ad-
ministration to world public opinion. Mr.
Jyotirmoy Bosu has explained what this
Kitty Hawhk is, how dangerous it is and
all thar,

1 would like to diaw attention to another
fact that thig is not the only one ship
which is being sent here. 1 was just going
through a report where it is said that there
are already two tash-forces with two air-
craft carriers—with 140 to 160 aircraft
over them—and five destroyers and some
otl carriers already in the Indian Qcean ;
there are two destioyers and an amphibian
ship in bahrein, in the Persian Gulf; there
is another set of two destroyers and a
command ship mn the istand of Diego
Garcia.  And to this big naval build-up is
being added this Kitty Hawk, another
aircraft carrier with highly sophisticated
electronic devices. misile launches, 80 to
90 anciaft and neamlv $,000 armed men.

This should be viewed in the context of
global strategy which is now being worked
out by the United States in collusion with
Pehing and South Afnca. 1t 18 one of the
airty political gamnes that we are Wwitnes-
sing 1 this period The gentleman whom
Shi1 Jvotirmay Bosu  just now quoted, M..
Seymour Weiss, Director of the US State
Depariment’s Bureau of Politico-Military
Affnirs, in his testimony, has stated that
Pakistan, fran, Singapore and even the
People's Republic of China had publicly
‘applauded’ the US decision to build a basc
in Diego Garcia. This is the position.

When this happens, when such a serious
thing happens, we agree that the Govern-
ment of India have protested against it and
they have taken a position whick can be
appreciated, But I do not understand an-
other thing which is happening in the name
of the Government of India.



We Bave an Ambassador in the Upited
States, Mr Kaul who 1s eulogizing all the
time how friendly 15 the United States and
how helpful they are in various spheres
Whereas the Umted States has got an
ambassador, a bhawk, in India, Mr
Moynihan, who is going round the country
and propagating the dirty politics of the US
smperialist aggressois in this country and
scihing then aptiessive polictes everywhere
But our Ambassador 1 singing and chanting
the gloty of the Umted States I do not
understand why this 15 happening T would
iihe to know from the hon Munsster whe-
ther the Government will do something
about these Ambassadors who are going to
the Umited States who sometimes hecome
more loyal than the king

Then, there 15 another propagands which
s goimg on This propaganda 1s being
conducted by the Western Press, the
Umted States and the impertalist forces
and they are planting this propaganda as
far as possible 1n the Indian press also 1
would fike the Mimister to deny this propa-
ganda herc on the floor of this House
They say that USA 15 sending all these
naval ancraft carniers and other things and
bulding up a naval strength in the Indian
Ocean because thev think that the Sowiet
Union 1s doing that In the Indian Press
m the recent period there were news about
it One news said that India had offered
nort faciies to the Soviet Union m
Visakhapatnam and other places I know
the Government had demed 1t Then there
was another news that when Soviet Union
had mounted its build-up of naval forces n
the Indian Ocean, the Government of
India kept quiet and the same Government
of India is very angrv over the United
States  These are propaganda by the
westetn press  This 13 alo demsed by the
Government,

Lastly, they said that there is an attempt
by Soviet Union to use the Indian Ocean
for nuclear tests which was also demied by
the Government of India, But I would
like to know whether this propaganda has
B0t got a motive to soggest that the
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Americans are comying to the Indian Qcean
with the innocent purpose of balancing the
mlitary forces m this region because they
fear that the Soviet Union is present here
m a big way Fven the NATO powers say
that Soviet presence in the Indian Ocean
s not a very big thmg They say that
after the 1971 Bangla Desh war the Soviets
have not increased then naval forces in the
Indian Ocean and they also say that they
do not have any big naval battle ships
this regton

Now, | would hie the Muuster to tell
the House what exactly the Government
wiil dv apait from piotesting over it It 5
of course part of the methods that we pro-
test, the entire (ountry, the peace-loving
forces, umtedly protest against this aggres-
sive aut of the United States But apart
from that , what 1 want to know Is, whe
ther the Government would take a position
to denounce this thing, whether you would
make 1t clear that you don't expect US to
do justice to the peace loving people, which
they have not done in any part of the
vworld in their history We should under-
stand that this 15 really the character of
impenalism Tt 15 inherent and so long as
imperialism 1s there they will try to com-
mit aggression thev tried to mpose war
on the peace loving people we have seen
it Vetnim, we hive seen ot 1t the e
of the Baneladesh liberation and we have
scen this evervwhere Manv interesting
things are happemng around our country
All these years we thought that we have
the sea front of our country quite safe
Now we are getting alarmed at the news
which comes relating to the Bay of Bengal
\here tiawlers are sen* in the name of
fisling set up with electrome gadgets and
devices to spy over the Soviet ships who
.re cleanine the harbour « f mines ard cer-
tun destructions caused by Paksstan dunng
the dwvs  of the Binglwdesh libera-
tion war The net result is, the Indian
Ocean 25 T have told you has been made
a spring-board of war, today by the impe-
rlalist powers What is our relation gomng
to be with the Commonweilth The
United States in 1966 when Labour party
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was in power, first approached Britain
sbout the Diego Garcia base. Now that
the Labour Prime Minister Mr. Wilson
has agam come to power the United States
spokesman has said that they have no ex-
pectation that Labour will make any change
in their attitude. I want to hnow whether
our Government has tahen up this
question of Diego Garcia with the new
Government of Britain, requesting them to
change or to reverse this policy of impos-
ing war and tension on this region. If
they say they will not, then the Govern-
ment should be bold enough to tell this
House that we will say: To Hell with
your Commonweaith What is the mean-
ing of remaining n such a Commonwealth?

Lastly my three points are the following.
What is the understanding of the Govern-
ment in relation to the collusion of US
and China regarding military naval build-
up i the Indian Ocean” What 15 the
attitude of the Government towards the
Commonwealth? What is the Govern-
ment going to do? Will they take it up
with Wilson Government immediately ?
Lastly, will the Government come out now
denouncing the United States for this kind
of aggressive action, because this should be
constdered as a matter of aggression?

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: The broad
approach of the hon. Member, i some of
hus strong expressions could be elinunated,
~tallies broadly with the Government of
India’s approach. He has voiced quite
undeistandably strong reactions aguinst the
establishment of the Diego Garcia base
and also of the continned USA’s naval
presence in the Indien ocean. We broadly
agree with that. He was, I think, unneces-
sanly hard on our Ambassador; ambassa-
dors in any country sre expected to
streagthen relations between the country to
which they are accredited and the countsy
which they represent. That is the normal
function of sil ambassadors in whatever
pmotﬂwworldﬂwymybeiuncﬁoniu.
Aund if Mr. Kaul, in accordance with the
Government of India's policy tried to pro-
ject India's ettitude on several matten,
which might bring about some greater
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understanding between Indis and the USA,
we should not decry that.

We should not decry at all an Ambases-
dot acting under Insttuctions from his
Govesnment.  Mr. Moynihan's name was
mentioned again, I did make a statement
with regard to the statements which were
attributed 1n press to Mr. Moynshan, |
thunk. i Madras

1 would like to say this much that the
statements attnbuted to him may be the
presentation of the US. Government’s
viewpoint But, we totally reject the
validity of the arguments contained in those
statements. Our opposition to the estab-
Ishment of the Diego Garcia base is
otrong and we continue to adhere to that
policy

! now come to the four specific points
about which the hon Member had asked
me to gve Government of India's reaction.
Apart from our continuing to express our
opposition to the establishment of the basc
and the induction of the US. Naval
Forces mto the Indan Ocean, we ako
mntend to actnate the Ad Hoc Commuttee
and the working Group in the UN. which
1 already functioning. In order to ensure
that the Indian Ocean remains an area of
peace, as per the General Assembly Reso-
lution, the working Group becomes more
active and mobilises international opinlon
and opposes the establishment of this base
and the continued presence of the US
Naval Force in the Indian Ocean, we
also propove...

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: By that
time, everything will be completed in
Diego Garcia.

SHRI SWARAN SINGH: The work on
the base is already more or less complete.
They are now only enlarging it. Diego
Garcia is not the solitary black spot.
There are others also and our opposition
is directed against all bascs, oid or new
betause we are totally to the
establishment of bases in the fodian Ocean
We will also continne to mobilise opinion



